Introduction
The focus on refugee women as mandating specific policies and as a distinct subject of inquiry may be traced back to the mid-1970s. This was a time of a growing awareness of women's rights, and of the importance of women's role in the development process, in general and in particular with regard to refugee women. The following 20 years were marked by the proclamation of the UN decade for women, the 1985 Nairobi conference and the 1995 Beijing Platform of Actions which highlighted the situation of refugee women as an area of special concern and gave a new impetus to international and local efforts. Yet, the incorporation of women within the field of refugee policies and refugee studies has been slow, marginal and contradicted by broader structural constraints although marked by important steps towards ending the marginalisation of the issue, including the creation of the position of the UNHCR refugee women's coordinator and the Beijing Platform for Action. The UNHCR, in its never-ending quest for durable solutions, has embarked on worldwide repatriation policies which largely undermine, when they do not contradict outright, the organisation's protection mandate and, in particular, the protection of refugee women. The discrepancy between the public relation statement 'women and children represent 80 per cent of the world refugee population' repeated ad nauseam and the 'voluntary' return (at the barrel of a gun) of a number of these very refugee women and children painfully demonstrates the limits of the rights and protection framework put forward in Beijing, and the obstacles faced in its translation into practice.
In the field of action research in the 1990s two approaches emerged in terms of conceptualising and acting upon the situation of refugee women: development and human rights. Since then, the human rights approach has taken precedence over the former, an evolution sanctioned during the Fourth UN World Conference on Women.
However, the interconnection between development and human rights for refugee women has seldom been fully realised. This state of affairs may be traced back to an incomplete gendered understanding of the refugee experience resulting from the creation of 'the refugee' as a 'generic and essentialised figure' (Maalki, 1992) , a political and legal artefact meant to exclude certain aspects pertaining to one's identity or to one's experience of persecution (Tuitt, 1996; Hathaway, 1988 Hathaway, , 1991 Goodwin-Gill, 1983) . This artefact or generic figure is intended to be ungendered and desexualised, although 'the persecution standard adopted within … the definition under the Geneva Convention ensures, however, that the few identified within these definitions are adult and male' (Tuitt, 1996, p. 33) . This chapter seeks to highlight the gendered and sexual nature of the refugee experiences through a review of existing evidence on the discrimination faced by refugee women in terms of access to international assistance, income and physical protection. It especially argues that discrimination and violence against refugee women are politically determined and politically sanctioned, under the actions or influence of international, national and local actors, and therefore that the situation of many refugee women in camps amounts to persecution under the accepted definition. Moreover, if the militarisation and criminalisation of refugee camps constitute major obstacles as far as the protection of refugee women is concerned, answers to this militarisation, including forced repatriation to unsafe areas, are no less threatening, and constitute a major setback to an already strikingly imperfect protection.
Refugee women, power and social change in camps
Two factors had prompted the international community to notice the existence and functions of refugee women. The first was the emergence, following the publication of Esther Boserup's (1970) seminal work, Women's Role in Economic Development, of a new field of research and policy which was labelled Women in Development. The second was a widespread disenchantment with both development and refugee assistance together with the shift of emphasis from national to community development and the provision of basic needs and
